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cause of sound; so that, Akaca is known to precede the
object, pot, only because, it precedes the sound pot.

4. That which is an antecedent to an effect, only
because, it is an antecedent to the cause of that effect; as
for instance, the father of the potmaker, who is an
antecedent to the pot, only because, he is an antecedent
to the cause of the pot, namely, the potmaker.

5. Lastly, that which is other than that which
alone is capable of producing the effect. As for ins-
tance, the ass who brings the clay for making the pot.

The last variety alone can include all other varieties
zinder it; hence, this variety has been recognised as
the most important of all the other four varieties
mentioned above.

V
LAW OF CAUSALITY AND THE CARVAKAS

It has been already said above that the Carvakas do
not believe in the Law of causality.  This is quite
evident from the fact that they do not believe in any
means of right cognition except pratyaksa. And causa-
lity cannot be proved through prafyaksa; for, even when
the dharmin, as such, is perceived doubt may remain as to
its causal character. The Carvaka continues that the
argument, 'that through the absence of the auxiliary of
the cognition based on the method of agreement and
difference the causal relation is established,3 is not
acceptable; for, the very argument is applicable to the
VJabbicdrl^ that is, to disprove the causality. Not being
connected too remotely and being an invariable antece-
dent to the effect are also full of doubts, and as such,
cannot ascertain the causality. As for inference, it is said
that the Carvakas have no faith in its validity as a means
of right cognition. They further add that sometimes
asiddhi is found in the course of proving the causality;

and the anvayin being unknown cannot' remain there; so